Some Russian and U.S. officials have proposed blending excess weapons-grade plutonium with separated reactor-grade plutonium to create a material of intermediate grade for storage. As described in Chapter 1, however, although the increased neutron background, heat, and radioactivity from reactor-grade plutonium would complicate the job of making nuclear explosives from such a material, the reduction in proliferation risk would be small. Moreover, there are no significant stocks of separated civilian plutonium available for this purpose in the United States, and in either the United States or Russia, substantial processing would be required. Therefore this is not a promising approach to reducing the security risks posed by storage of weapons-grade plutonium.
In short, all forms of separated plutonium are hazardous, and proliferation risk alone cannot be used to discriminate easily among them.
Breakout Risk
The rearmament risk is greatest for storage of unmodified pits; all of the other forms pose roughly the same risks. With pits and HEU components still available, weapons could be reassembled relatively rapidly if other components were available or could be produced quickly. The delay imposed on a possible rearmament program by having to refabricate pits, however, would probably be measured only in months, and might not be a limiting factor when compared to the other tasks involved in a large-scale rearmament program—provided that facilities for pit fabrication were available. Moreover, an argument can be made that a nation contemplating a major breakout from existing treaties would want to build new weapons using new pits, specially designed to gain some military advantage; in that case the availability of the old pits would be irrelevant. "
Mechanical deformation would address the greater rearmament risk posed by storage of pits. To be reincorporated in modern weapons, the deformed pits would then have to be refabricated, making the crushed pit similar in rearmament risk to other storage forms. The ES&H issues raised by deformation have been described above.
Currently, the U.S. facility for pit fabrication at Rocky Flats is closed, and other available capacity is limited. Russia does not appear to face similar limitations. Thus, if pits were deformed or converted to other forms for storage, Russia might be able to rebuild its weapons more rapidly than the United States.13
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" It is technically possible, however, to build new-design weapons around old-design pits, perhaps with some compromise in capabilities of the new weapons.
It should be remembered, however, that a political environment in which a large-scale illegal rearmament program might be seriously contemplated by either side would be quite different from
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